Abstract This work complements some of the results appearing in the article "Publishing Performance in Economics: Spanish Rankings" by Dolado et al. (Span Econ Rev 5:80-103, 2003) Specifically we focus on the robustness of the results regardless of the time span considered, the effect of the choice of a particular database on the final results, and the effects on changes in the unit of institutional measure (departments vs. institutions as a whole). Differences are significant when we expand the time period considered. There are also significant but small differences if we combine datasets to derive the rankings. Finally, department rankings offer a more precise picture of the situation of the Spanish academics, although results do not differ substantially from those obtained when overall institutions are considered.
Introduction
Unlike its American counterpart, European literature on measuring the economists' performance is relatively recent and traces back to the beginning of the 1990s. Probably one of the main reasons of this recent concern on research performance has been the common trend in European countries towards increasing D. Rodríguez (B) Institut d'Anàlisi Econòmica, CSIC, Campus UAB, 08193 Bellaterra, Barcelona, Spain e-mail: david.rodriguez@uab.es. academic competition, which is needed of some measures of academic evaluation.
This literature has focused on analyzing the productivity of scientists and/or institutions based on a series of bibliometric indicators (such as the publications or their impact on the academic community) in a given period of time, generally no longer than 10 years. Several indicators have been used as proxies of productivity but up to now there is no universally accepted measure. 1 Among the flow of recent studies, the contribution of Dolado et al. (2003) attracted the attention of the Spanish academic profession since (a) it focuses specifically on the Spanish case and (b) introduces a new way of valuating publications that avoids several of the usual shortcomings of the traditional methods. This new way of assessing performance (called UC3 Index) takes into account and corrects the traditional underestimation of contributions to Spanish academics journals and publications in areas in the boundary of economics but with significant impact, such as econometrics or economic history.
This new measure however is still subject to the usual criticisms of these studies: it considers only a relatively short time span, unable to capture the overall productivity of a researcher or institutional changes. If one of the final purposes of the rankings is to consider a relative position of a researcher or an institution in order to evaluate her overall contribution to the advance of knowledge, or even to allocate funds or compete for an academic position, considering only the most recent productivity track can be misleading and probably unfair. 2 One of the aims of this work is precisely to try to give some hints to this open question and analyze whether the time span considered matters. In order to do this we shall consider different time horizons and recompute the bibliometric measures used in Dolado et al. (2003) to check for significant changes.
In addition, this work offers what is probably the first attempt to rank Spanish academic institutions by departments rather than by the academic institutions as a whole. We believe that using this unit of measure together with the aggregate institutional rankings can give some valuable information about the strengths and weaknesses of Spanish academics.
Finally, we present results extended to 2004 for the three units considered, giving us enough room to see differences across periods and to infer some stylized facts.
The Methodology section will explain the methodology used, and section Institutions will present the main results at the aggregate institutional level. In Departments section we shall analyze the results at the level of departments. Researchers section offers information at the individual researcher level. Finally the Conclusion section presents the conclusions and some research directions.
